THE WITNESS:   Well, your Honor, you couldn't very
well stop or slow the belt down.

JUDGE KOUTRAS: Why not?

THE WITNESS:   For the simple reason that in most
cases there was probably anywhere from 75 to 125
horsepower motor.

JUDGE KOUTRAS: But my question is is there a distinc-
tion between belt slippage and stuck rollers?

THE WITNESS:   Let me try to clarify something.  A
slippage switch device operates off of the roller it-
self.  It can operate off of a small roller, or with
this particular type, it can operate off of one of
the drive rollers or the head roller itself.

JUDGE KOUTRAS: Was this belt slipping when you tested
the roller?

THE WITNESS:   No.

JUDGE KOUTRAS: Then if it wasn't slipping, your cita-
tions say that the thing wouldn't do the job in the
event the belt would start slipping?

THE WITNESS:   What I did, I simulated a slipping
condition by slowing down the roller that would
detect if the belt actually would slow down itself,

JUDGE KOUTRAS: You mean to tell me that by fouling
that roller it would give you an indication the belt
was slipping?

THE WITNESS:   It would just simulate a slipping
condition of the belt by slowing down the particular
roller.  Because if the belt would start slipping,
this same roller would slow down.

Mr. Sloan again confirmed that the belts he examined
were not slipping at the time that he inspected them, and
that he simply "fouled" the rollers in order to simulate a
slippage situation on the sensor devices to determine
whether the switches were operating properly (Tr. 101).
He could not state which of the cited belts had belt slack
take-up systems and which ones did not (Tr. 107).  He
further explained his testing as follows (Tr. 111-113):o a complete stop in
